By 1932 the Soviet reader, as featured in Soviet public discourse, was a thoroughly ideologized and homogenized figure. We now need to examine how this myth of the Soviet reader stood up to the real behaviour and values of the post-Stalin reading public and in what ways the practices and representations of reading changed from the mid-1950s onwards.
The rediscovery of the reader in public discourse
The return to a supposedly unblemished Leninism in political life after the Twentieth Party Congress had a corollary in the cultural field, and particularly in the area of reading. Print culture was again called upon to assist in the cause of social change. The 'Thaw' did not seek to challenge the forms of Soviet cultural life, but rather to reinvest them with the significance they had lost over the previous thirty years. The Party began to show concern that print culture should be efficiently produced and distributed, and that it should genuinely perform its allotted role of enlightenment. A Central Committee resolution of 27 July 1958, 'On the printing schedule of newspapers and journals and their delivery to the population', noted that too many periodicals were held up in the distribution network and consequently pulped. Similar concerns were expressed in 'On measures to improve retail sales of newspapers and magazines to the population' (1 October 1959). An important new consideration for the post-Stalin regime was the financial viability of any publishing enterprise. Publishing houses had officially been on a kind of khozraschet (self-financing) since 1921, but in practice any ideologically sound periodicals were allowed to be lossmaking. In the resolution 'On liquidating losses made by newspapers In the period of the Thaw, however, the Party's concern was not simply to monitor the costs of printing and distribution and to act as a watchdog of ideological orthodoxy, slapping the wrists of editors who stepped out of line. It also hoped to accelerate cultural change through the promotion of a particular set of values. To this end a significant number of new journals and newspapers were established in the late 1950s: of 121 Soviet non-specialist journals in existence in 1987, Gudkov and Dubin calculate that twenty-nine (24 per cent) were set up in the period 1950-65. 1 In addition, a number of existing periodicals were criticized for failing to take the desired line. Party resolutions of this period show a very clear sense of the values to be inculcated in the new reader. For example, one criticized the weekly Ogonek for devoting too much space to travel writing and detektivy ('On serious defects in the content of the magazine Ogonek', 9 September 1958). It also considered the magazine's illustrations to be inappropriate and its range of contributors unnecessarily limited to in-house journalists. Some newspapers were criticized for tilting the balance of text and pictures too far in favour of the latter ('On the incorrect practice of excessive illustration in certain newspapers', 11 February 1958). Local newspapers were reprimanded for reprinting without authorization undesirable popular literature ('On the incorrect practice of reprinting works on adventure and fantasy subjects in local newspapers ', 19 November 1958) .2
This flood of new instructions from above shows that Party controls over print culture proliferated in the post-Stalin period, even if they did not intensify. Just as in the early 1930s, one of the Party's refrains was an insistence on a closer link between books and periodicals and their readers. The publicly promoted image of the reader had changed little in its essentials, but there were subtle differences of emphasis. For a rough comparison, let us take two bibliographical journals, one published in the late 1930s, the other in the late 1950s. (Coincidentally, they bear the same name: Chto chitat'.) The earlier of the two gives more detail on its intended addressee: it is a 'monthly journal of bibliographical recommendations [rekomendatel'noi bibliogra(ii] for librarians in urban mass libraries and the mass reader'. Chto chitat' mark two describes itself more laconically as a 'monthly journal of critical bibliography' (ezhemesiachnyi kritiko-bib/iogra(icheskii zhurnal) . The Stalin-era journal offered readers lengthy book reviews centred on political topics
